=5

Neaq s
BLELIELA

NATIONAL EDUEAT@'E'?%\%%@E TioN,

Enbert £ Chase, Peesidrat ) . F20T Tisth Streer, MWW
Rey Weaver, vice Freshienr B 1T 017 e ’3 [g Washington, D.C. 20076-322)
) §23-70%7 Tax (2021 822-7033

Marilyn Monahen, Seci - Tredur

B Camenat, Furvurive Dimuar OFFICE OF CENERAL COLINSEL

Faly 13, 1997

Kcnocth A, Dawis

Reports Analyst

Federal Election Commission
Washingion, [1.C. 20443

Ro: Coptrbutions 1o Texas County Democtatic Parties
Dear Mr. Davis:

This 15 a follow-up to my letter of June L8, 1997, which cootmoed the response of the Natooal
FEducation Association Political Action Commmuttee ("NEA-PAC") to yout June 4, 1997 letter (0 Keo
Melley. T your letter, you stated that o prelbminary review of NEA-PAC's 12 Day Pre-Creneral Keport
{10196 - 10/ 696G indicated that WNEA-PAC had exceeded the contribution Hrol sel forth 1o 2 ULS.C,
§ 441a(a} by making scparate 35,000 contabutions to the Tatrant-County [TX) Democeatic Farty, Lhe
Mallas County (1) Demoeratic Party, the larris County {TX0) Demecratic Farty, and the Texas
Nemocratic Party during 1996, You advised NEA-PAC Lo "notify the recipient and request & refund
of the amount in cxcesy of $5,000," and 10 "inform the Commission of [its] corrective action
mmediztely in wrihiog and provide a photocopy of the refund request seat to the recipient
committee(s)."

In my June 18 lettcr, I mbormed you that:

At the time the contributions wers roade to the county parties, however. it wwas NEA-
PAC's understanding thet each party was separate and distinct from the others and
that none had boen "cstublished, Ananced, mamlamed, or controlled” by the Texas
Democmtic Party, Although there iz nothing in your lztter 1o indicate why this
understanding 1z not correct, NEA-PAC wall not at thas juncture debate the poent.
Thercforc, 1t has written to cach of the coumty pariies requesting a refund of the
$5.000 contribuation it made on Dcmber g, 19945,

Enclosed with my June 18 letter weTe phulmnp:ea n[' ﬂ'.lf! Ir:tt&rs raquﬂsnng refunds that NEA-FAC had
:ﬁ.mtnthr.l.uuntypﬂrueﬁ SCREI : o

On June 28, 1997, Llsﬂ Y Payite, Lhmrp-&rsnn uf the Dﬂllas Cnuutv Dfnmnmnc Pariy, stated thm E
NEA:PAC's requeit for a refund is not well-founded. In a lerter to NEA-PAC ﬁcmmﬂant Gerard |
Folchinski, a copy of which is enclosed for your convenience, M. Pa} ne maintained that "the sl:m,e




